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It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 
□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
contacted Applicant's representative indicating claims 1 and 10 had been amended to the "acquisition unit including 
input terminals" and while the disclosure supported the acquisition units and acquisition of the topological invareiant, 
key information and target content, the disclosure did not provide sufficient support for strucutre corresponding to 
"input terminals". Examiner noted that the "terminals" appeared to have been added to the claim to provide additional 
or clarification to the structure of the apparatus in order to overcome the previous rejection under 35 USC 101 . 
Examiner also indicated that upon further review and consideration of the specification, particularly page 45, the 
specification did not support the "units" as being embodied by pure software but were a combination of a computer and 
software program, where the computer is functioning according to the software instructions thereby realizing the 
function of the "units". It was agreed to delete the language "including input terminals" from claims 1 and 1 0 through 
Examiner's Amendment. 



